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considerations whatsoever. He treated the 'three pages5 exactly
as he might have treated some quite colourless document: one
that a hundred thousand Elizabethan Englishmen might have
written. On purely palaeographical grounds, he claimed it as a
holograph MS. of Shakespeare. But we are entitled to remem-
ber that, in fact, it is a dramatic fragment. There were only a
few dozen people then writing for the stage, and the number of
these can be much reduced by subtracting those whose hand-
writings are known, and are quite incompatible with that of D.
In view of the very limited numbers among whom the choice
must rest, the large numbers of exceptional features common to
D's hand and Shakespeare's establish, if not a certainty, still a
probability of identity. It has been objected that these peculiar-
ities, common to Shakespeare and to D, might be tricks of writ-
ing taught in a certain school or town. And certainly if we were
trying to identify, with Shakespeare's hand, a scrap of writing
which might be the work of any Elizabethan who could write,
this caution would be necessary. But we are dealing only with
people writing for the stage about 1590 to 1600. And, if we can
say 'This dramatic fragment was written by someone taught to
write in the same school or town as Shakespeare', we shall in
effect, have said eby Shakespeare', unless we are prepared to
invent the hypothesis of an Elizabethan dramatist, other than
Shakespeare, educated at Stratford on Avon, but leaving no
trace of his connection with that town, except his tell-tale
handwriting.
Of course there are also differences between the two hands;
and there are features which occur in one of them, but not in
the other. But in the nature of the case this must be so. ForD
made his addition to Sir Thomas More ten, fifteen, or twenty years
before the date when Shakespeare made the signatures, and
we cannot suppose that such scanty evidence as the signatures
provide gives us complete information, even of what the writer's
hand was like at the date of writing. Shakespeare's signatures
vary very much from each other. Indeed, as Dr. Greg has
emphasized, if we had not documentary evidence to show these
signatures to be those of one man, we should (judging by the
mere formation of the letters) find less reason to suppose them
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